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Thui-sday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissioner Copps, 

2003-10-23 17 39:32 (GMT) 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast fla! 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  te le 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefit: 
and buying digital television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion wil l  be far  m o r e  palat 
consumer if switching doesn't  mean  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network,  bL 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for  ye t  another  device in my living room 
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts  allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion by  making us  buy  specia 
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broadi 
today's technology, I can b e  m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and si 
h o m e  movie; send a n  emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant re la t i  
lV p i ~ o g r a m  onto  a DVD and play it a t  m y  fr iend's apar tment .  The bi-oadcast 1 
designed t o  remove  th is  control  and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  public's viewing experienc 
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consl 
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason for  m e  t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and computer  equipment.  As a citizen and  cons 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digital t ransi t ion by opposing 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lucas Pate 
2 0 5 3 1  Myers RD 
Athens, AL 35614 

165061 81 679 Froin 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Wdshington, DC 20554 

RE 
oc 

Federa  om 
Offic 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fed 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravt 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching 1 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, a 
io1 yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hini 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuablc 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and F 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy? 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? i 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronic 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the di 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Pandu Rao 
3251 Bloomfield Lane 
Auburn Hills, MI 48326 

165061 8 1679 Froiri 
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Commissioner hlichnel .I. Copps 
4d,5 u t l i  Street. N\V 
\\';ishington. I)C 2(1554 

Federal Communical 
Office of the 

\.L\ F.<CSIILIILE 

1)car C'ommissioncr Copps, 

.As a consiimer of brondcust television, electronics, a i d  computer products, I urge the Fedr 
('.(~iiiiiiiiniciitioiis Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I ani grav 
:I brondriist flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies o n  convincing consumers of the benefits of switchin; 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume 
doesn't inran discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, 
lor yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hi] 
by innking us buy specinl-purpose IITV devices that are inure expensive and less valunble. 

In ;i(kIitioii, I am very concerned aboiit the fair-use implications of the broadcast flng. Wit1 
trclinolo~v. 1 c i m  I J ~ !  inure than a passive recipient of content-- I can modiCy, create. and p 
record TV to wntch I:iter: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an 
chilrl's football game to n distant relative: or record a Tv progrnin onto a IIVI) t i i i d  pl~iy it i 

;ip:irtment. 'l'he bro;idcast flag seems designed to remove this control and  flexibility that I 

I I  the inovr to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy; 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? P 
picture is hnrdly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni 
equipment. As il citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the d 
opposing the broadcast flng. 

Sinrerrly, 

1);rvid Koush 
1023 N. Clay .4ve. 
Springfield, MO 65802 

16506 i 8 1679 Froin 
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Thursday, October 23 2003  

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissioner Copps, 

O C T  

Federal Comm 
Office 

I a m  opposed t o  adopt ion o f  t h e  "broadcast flag". I a m  an ear ly adopter and 
investmant would be compromised. 

I doubt t h a t  Hol lywood would be glad t o  reimburse m e  for  t h e  t h e  approxima 
investment in equipment which would b e  obsoleted! 

I am not  alone; t he re  are nearly 5 million early adopters w i th  equipment w h i  
bi-oadcast flag capabil i ty. 

I f  the broadcst f lag is adopted, as  a n  equ ipment  requirement,  i t s  use mus t  be 
least 1 5  yeai-s. 

Sincerely, 

H. A. Blackstead 
16225 Oak Hill Blvd 
Granger, I N  4G530 

16106181578 Frorn 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a coflsumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Fed 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a"broadcast flag " I am gravf 
a hroadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of Switching t 
digital television equipment That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consumer 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, a 
fui yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinc 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and p 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it ai 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I E 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoya 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? P 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronic 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the di 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Chris Walsh 
11363 Pyramid Peak Ct. Alta Loma 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737 

16506 181 679 Frmr 
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October 19, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
$ 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Bashington. D.C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of " 

flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rig 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movi 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment vi11 enable the studios to t 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less 
make a.n investnient in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I wi 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Ple 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you f 

Sincerely 

hand Thakur 
18€65 Midway Rd 
Apt 1413 
Dallas. TX 75287 
USA 

M, 10/22/03 5413023099 
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October 19. 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps ,  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dl 
consumer and cltlzen, I Yeel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts a 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, CompetltVe market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovz 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud109 ' 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what conw 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorlunctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to male an Investment In DT 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Ple 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely, 

Greg Hard 
24 Esse,: St 
Weymouth, MA02188 
USA 

1. 10/22/03 541 3023099 
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October 19, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
WFlashmgron, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techno 
television As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innova 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abili5 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll  e n i  
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't nece 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invertmer 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Nancy Ayles 
7646 5th St 

Pasadena. MD 21122 
TJSA 

. .  

M, 10122103 5413023099 
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October 19, 2003 

Commissioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waehmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppe, 

I a m  mclbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mankted adoption of "broadcast flag" technc 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innov: 
tights. and the ultlmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abiliq 
their customers. Allowing movie stndios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ena 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necc 
what consumers like me achullyumnt, and it could result in me being charged more money for 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvertmel 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the belies 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time 

Smcereli;. 

Theodore Borreson 
1210 N Cherokee Ave 
n222 
Los higeies, CA 90036 
llSA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003  

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I I 

Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast flai 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  t e l e  

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits 
and buying digital television equipment.  That transit ion will be far m o r e  palat, 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, bu 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving room 
allow t h e  MPAA and  its allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by  making us  buy  specia 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t he  broad( 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and SI 

home movie; send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relat i  
TV progi-am onto a DVD and  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f 
designed t o  remove  this control  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does n o t  make  t h e  public's v iewing experienc 
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have a s  a const 
digitai equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason foi- m e  t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and  computer equipment.  As a citizen and cons 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion by opposing 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kurt Congdon 
886 Cherry Creek Dr 
Grayslake, I L  6 0 0 3 0  

165061 8 1679 Frarn 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003  

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I I 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast fla! 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict t he  way I enjoy  tele> 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits 
and buying digi ta l  television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion will be f a r  m o r e  palat i  
consumer if switching doesn't  mean  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network,  bu 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for  y e t  another  device in m y  living r o o m  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts  allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion by mak ing  us  buy  specia 
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broad( 
today's technology, I can be .more  than a passive recipient of conten t  -- I can 
and part icipate. I can record N t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and sl: 
h o m e  movie; send a n  ema i l  clip of my child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat i ,  
N program onto  a DVD and  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apar tment .  The broadcast f 
designed t o  remove  th is  control  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  move  t o  digital television does n o t  make  t h e  public's viewing experienci 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a cons1 
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  N pictui-e is ha rd l y  enough reason for  m e  t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and computer  equ ipment .  As a citizen and  cons 
broadcast television, I urge you  t o  p romote  t h e  digital t ransi t ion by opposing 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

l im Mart in 

Miami, FL 33177 
16235 sw 138 PLACE 

16506181679 Fromi 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I L 

Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast fla( 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  telei 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts 
and buying digital television equipment.  That transit ion wil l  be far  m o r e  palat i  
consumer i f  switching doesn't m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, bu 
resolut ion displays, and  finding r o o m  for  ye t  another  device in my l iving r o o m  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us  buy  specia 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fa i r -use implications of the  broadc 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f T V  and SF 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relati) 
lV program onto a DVD and  play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The bi-oadcast f 
designed t o  remove th is  control  and  flexibility t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digi ta l  television does n o t  make  t h e  public's viewing experienci 
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, what compell ing reason do I have as a const 
digital equipment? A prett ier  n/ picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment.  As a citizen and consi 
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  promote  the  digital transit ion by opposing 
flag. 

Sin cereiy, 

Patrick Helwig 
335 N 8 t h  St .  #603  
Lincoln, NE 68508 

16506181679 Froin 
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Cominissioner Aticlxiel J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, I)C 20554 

V1.4 F.4CSIMILE 

1)eiir Commissioner Copps, 

As n consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fe1 
Cominunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gra 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of s w i t c h  
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consiiir 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to h 
by making 11s buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and  less viilunble 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. 1% 
Lechnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of coiitenl-- I can modify, create, and 
record T V  to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send ar 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it 
;iptirtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and  flexibility that 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjo! 
exciting. what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? 
pictiire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consnmer electroi 
cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

A n n e  Uys 
:3774 cv 5th s t .  
Fort Worth, TX 76107 

16506181 679 From 
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TuesLlay. OCtObel 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a cotisumei- of bt-oadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I ut-ge 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I 
conccmcd that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televisio 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to I- 

if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new higk 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do nc 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D1 
31% mol-e expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast 1 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi&, crea 
participate. I can 1-ecoid TV to watch later; clip a small piece ofTV and splice it i 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or recc 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems desigr 
control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

lfthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience nil 
llewible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy ne1 
equipment? A pettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense wit1 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer ofbro2 
ui-ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely: 

Timothy Bums 
7527 Honnen Dr. S .  
Indianapolis, IN 46256 

16506 18 1679 Frain 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a coiisumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fe 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gr; 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switcliiii 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consur 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  I1 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuablt 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. W 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, an 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play ii 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjc 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy iiew digital equipment: 
picture is iiardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroi 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

K.  C.  Wong 
558 Gail Ave. 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 

16506 181 679 Froin 
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I am largely confused by the Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon's pendlng foray Into copyrlght 
The broadcast flag cannot be construed, at any level, as belng pro-consumer or In any way of beneflt to 
of broadcast materlal It also belles any true understandlng of market forces, and the hlstory of content 
technologles. I hope you wlll see your way to ellmlnatlng thls threat to consumer rlghts and allowlng the 
to declde what he or she Is wllllng to accept. 

Slnce the advent of recordable medla, the publlc has roundly REJECTED any form of copy protectlon. T 
entertainment and computer sortware. whlch are otten dlstrlbuted uslng the same technology, The problt?m 
protectlon Is thls: any system that provldes a level of control sufflclent to satlsfy the R I M ,  MPAA and the 
causes too many problems for leghlmate consumers, who frequently percelve Such "protectlon" as an 
malfunctlon. Please keep flrmly In mlnd that these are the very people that the content producers are co 
thelr products! Thls Is a Catch-22 that cannot be solved by a slmple mandate. 

Legitimate consumers bltterly resent thls presumptlon of crlmlnallty, and the loss of control over thelr own 
why computer sortware Is rarely copy protected anymore: the sortware vendors have found that such 
CUSTOMERS! Wltness the recent formal apology from Intult. Inc over the product actlvatlon requlremerts 
TurboTax somare I am not alone In telllng you thls' the fIrSt tlme my dlgltal vldeo recorder trles to tell m? 
a copy of a movle to watch on the VCR In my bedroom. I wll! return that useless machlne and get my 
that, or I wlll ilnd a way to copy It anyway Current copyrlght law stlll grants me the rlght to do so, If I can 
software englneer wlth 'wenty years experlence, there's a good chance that I wlll 

In splte of what the medla companles may have told you, the VAST maJorlty of consumers purchase thel. 
and honestly. That Is why those very same companles have been able to stay In the black for as long as 
Luddltes all. they are once agaln crylng "foul", as they dld wlth the audlo cassette, the vldeo cassette a n j  
CD I mlght add that, when the legal system and the courts refused to grant them the power to destroy 
they actually managed to use them to turn a prolit 

enforckment. 
the average user 

ndlvldual vlewer 
dlstrlbutlon 
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t iose technologles, 

Please do not grant a maJor cartel such as the MPAA 
the market a chance to accept HDTV before you rlsk the 
companles and thelr representatlve organlzatlons would 
thelr current buslness structure and proflt marglns They 

After all, where 1s It wrltten that the Federal Government 
revenue stream? Allow them to compete for thelr market 

unless they can completely control and monopollze It to further thelr own ends 

the first go-round 

Slncerely. 

so be It The free market wlll have spoken 

James Karaganls 
225 Pralrle Ave 
Hlghwood, IL 60040 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissionel- Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I L 

Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flac 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way I en joy  te le i  

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts 
and buying digital television equipment.  That transit ion wil l  be far  m o r e  palat? 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, bu 
resolut ion displays, and  f inding r o o m  for  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us buy  special 
devices t h a t  are m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of t h e  broadc 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and sp 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relat i \  
TV program onto a DVD and  play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast f 
designed t o  remove th is  contro l  and  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  public's v iewing experiencc 
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consu 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  lV picture is hardly enough reason for  me t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and  computer equipment.  As a citizen and const 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  the  digital t ransi t ion by opposing 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Laurel LaFayette 
1655 Centerview Dr, Apt 1817  
Duluth, GA 30096 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps ,  

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o? "broadcast flag" technology for dl 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, a 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos 
what new products they can create This wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what C O ~ S L  

actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DT 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Ple 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Trevor Roy 
218 N Plum st 
Laneaster, PA 17602 
USA 

'M. 10121103 5413023099 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
LVashington, I)C 20554 

\.L% F.4CSIMII.E 

Dear Coinmissioncr Copps. 

.4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I ur-e the Fed, 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag. I am grai 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'I'he digital television transition relies on convincing coosumers of the benefits of switchin 
digitiil television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consum1 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying uew high-resolution displays, 
for ?el  ;mother device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hi 
by I1i;tking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wit 
kchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, creak, and 1 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of T V  and splice it into a home movie; send an  
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a T V  program onto a DVI) and play it 
np;irtmeut. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I 

I I  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy 
exciting, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?. 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electron 
quipment .  As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the c 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

FVilliiim H. Terry 
:3650 Ashford 1)unwoody 91) 
Atlantn. GA:]0319 
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October 11. 2003 

Comlissioner Michael J . Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NN 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I ain writing tii -voice my opposition to anyy FCC-mandated adoption of " 

flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rig 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movi 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to t 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. 
I-esult In me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I WI 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Ple 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you f 

Sincerely. 

Matthes Kindy 
1386 Hyde Park Drive 
Port Orange. FL 32128 
USA 

'M. 10/21/03 5413023099 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fec 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gra 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchin! 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consum 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying iiew high-resolution displays, 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies t o  hi 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wi 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, an( 
record lV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjo 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electror 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Mastenbrook 
1015 Brighton Ct.  
Schaumburg, I L  60193 

16506 18 1 G79 Froiri 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner lIichae1 J . Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am vriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of ' 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citlzen. 1 
strongly tha.t such a policy would he bad for innovation. consumer ri! 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A ruhust. competitive market for consumer electronics must he rooted 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movi 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment will enable the studios to I 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually he less 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I w: 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood P1c 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you 1 

Sincerely 

Dan Renner 
9107 Falcon Greens Drive 
Village Of Lakewood. IL 60014 
l lSb  

'M, 10/21/03 5413025099 
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October 11: 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Conimunicatiotis Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

D e a ~  Michael Copps, 

1 am wriwlg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadbast flag" technology for digit4 telev 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such B policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adaptit 

A robust, competitive market for c o m n e r  electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for thei 
movie S t U d i O S  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the sNdios to tell technologists what new p 
create. nus aU result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
chasged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues B broadcast flag mandate, I would m N d y  be less likely to make ai hve&nent h DTV-capable I 

equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit m y  rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not matidate 1 
teclmolou for digital television. Thmk you for your time. 

Sincerely: 

Patrick McFnrlatld 
298 State Street 
APT P9 
Ellswod, ME 04605 
USA 

M. 10121103 5413023099 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003  

Commissioner Michael I ,  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deal- Commissionel- Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I I 

Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast fla! 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I en joy  t e l e  

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits 
and buying digital television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion will be far m o r e  palat; 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  discarding my exist ing h o m e  network, bu 
resolut ion displays, and  f inding room for ye t  another  device in my l iving r o o m  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts  allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion by  making us buy  specia 
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broad( 
today's technology, I can b e  m o r e  than  a passive recipient o f  content -- I can 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and  sf  
h o m e  movie; send an ema i l  clip o f  my child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relatk 
TV program onto a DVD and  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apar tment .  The broadcast f 
designed t o  remove  th is  control  and f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  move  t o  digitai television does n o t  make  t h e  public's viewing experiencl 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a const 
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  TV picture is ha rd l y  enough reason for  m e  t o  dis 
current consumer electronics and computer  equ ipment .  As a citizen and  cons 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digital t ransi t ion by opposing 
f lag. 

Sincerely, 

l o h n  F. Coughlan 
1200 Coral Lane 
Englewood, FL 34224  

16506 18 1679 From 
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